There are numerous contested issues in qualitative research, and its ndings are dif cult to condense. Thus, short, qualitative research abstracts are dif cult both to compile and evaluate. The Society for Research in Rehabilitation has produced guidelines that aim to illuminate and inform the development and judging of such abstracts. These draw on an extensive Health Technology Assessment review of qualitative methods in health services research.
Introduction to guidelines
An increasing proportion of rehabilitation research uses qualitative research methods, as is evidenced by a brief search through papers published in this journal. In 1990, none (0%) of the 29 research reports and surveys published reported qualitative research. By 2000, seven (9.7%) of 72 research reports and surveys involved solely or partly qualitative data and analysis. Last year this was the case for 5 (6.8%) of 74 research reports and surveys.
The development of qualitative research in rehabilitation has resulted in an increase in the number of qualitative research abstracts submitted to societies that have an interest in rehabilitation research, including the Society for Research in Rehabilitation, the British Geriatrics Society and the British Stroke Research Group. The Council of the Society for Research in Rehabilitation has responded to this by developing and implementing speci c guidelines for those who submit and review qualitative research abstracts. 1 This editorial introduces these guidelines to a wider audience.
Numerous publications have discussed how qualitative research reports in the eld of health and illness should be assessed, 2-6 but a consistent set of criteria has not emerged from these. This is unsurprising given the signi cant and fundamental nature of contested issues in qualitative research. These contested issues are discussed in great depth in a recent review of qualitative methods for the Health Technology Assessment (HTA) Programme. 7 They include arguments about the philosophical assumptions underlying the research, the status of ndings, the questions it can answer, and the methods that should be used, as well as how it should be evaluated. Furthermore, in comparison to quantitative research, qualitative research follows a greater variety of methodological approaches and traditions; and its methods are less standardized than those of quantitative research.
In addition, ' ndings' or 'results' concern descriptive and conceptual rather than numerical phenomena. As a result, large numbers of words are needed to convey them, and it is not possible to summarize them in numerical and graphical form. All these factors make for challenges in both the writing and reviewing of qualitative research reports, and for short abstracts the difculties are necessarily even greater.
In the face of these considerations, the Society for Research in Rehabilitation opted to base its guidelines on criteria proposed by Murphy and colleagues in their HTA review. 7 Considerations underlying this decision included the comprehensive and pragmatic approach adopted by that review, and the fact that its proposals were tailored speci cally to the needs of health care services providers and researchers.
The Society's guidelines include a short introductory paragraph which makes it clear that there is no expectation that each and every element of the criteria will be included within a short written abstract. Thus, the guidelines are not intended to form a simplistic checklist, but rather to illuminate and inform the development and judging of abstracts. The Society hopes that others will nd these criteria useful; they have already been adopted by the British Geriatrics Note: The Editor of Clinical Rehabilitation would probably still prefer a more traditional structured abstract but nonetheless will happily consider submissions that use the alternative structure suggested here. The guidelines will greatly in uence the evaluation of any submitted qualitative research.
Society and the British Stroke Research Group. Other groups or organizations are welcome to use them, but it is requested that they acknowledge the Society, and inform the Secretary (contact details can be found at www.srr.org.uk) to allow monitoring of their use.
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